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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant has amended claims 1, 3-6, 9, 12, 24, 26, 28, and 45 and canceled claim 8 therefore 
claims 1-7 and 9-55 are now pending. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7 and 9-55 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 1, 3, 5-6, 9, 12-14, and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,496,855 to Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al. and further in view of 
Moon et al. 

Referring to claim 1, Hunt et al. teaches a method comprising: the computer providing a 
first email address for use to register the user with said first web site; the user computer, on 
behalf of the user, registering the user with a second website; and the computer providing a 
second email address, separate and distinct from the first email address, for use to register said 
user with said second web site (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al. does not teach a user computer registering the user with a first and second web 
site. Scheussler et al. teaches a user computer, on behalf of a user, registering the user with a first 
web site (column 10, lines 23-32). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration system of 
Hunt et al by the user computer registering the user with a first and second web site because the 
user computer contains the profile information needed to register the user with the web site. 

Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. does not teach first and second email address 
received from an email service provider. Moon et al. teaches the user computer providing a first 
and second email address received from an email service provider for use to register the user 
with said first web site (column 1, lines 20-28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the web site 
registration system of Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler by having the first and second email 
address received from an email service provider because the email service provider's (email 
server) function is to produce an email address (mailbox) for the subscribed computer so that a 
user may send and receive email. 

Regarding claim 3, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the first email 
address comprises an address of the email service provider, and the second email address 
comprises the address of the same email service provider (column 5, lines 2-4 and column 7, 
lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Regarding claim 5, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein each of said 
providing of the first and second email addresses by the user computer comprises selecting said 
first/second email address from a plurality of distinct email addresses provided by said email 
service provider to said user computer (column 4, lines 11-16 of Hunt et al). 
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Referring to claim 6, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 5, wherein the method fixrther 
comprises the user computer pre-obtaining the distinct email addresses from the email service 
provider (column 4, hnes 11-18 and column 5, lines 2-4 of Hunt et al.). 

Regarding claim 9, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein each of said 
providing of the first and second email addresses by the user computer comprises the user 
computer dynamically obtaining said first/second email address from the email service provider s 
the user computer registers the user with the first/second web site (column 4, lines 11-18 and 
column 5, lines 2-4 of Hunt et al.). 

Referring to claim 12, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the method 
further comprises the user computer notifying the email service provider of the usage of the first 
and second email address, including addresses of the first and the second web site (column 5, 
lines 2-4 and column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 

Regarding claim 13, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 12, wherein each of said 
notification is performed integrally as said first/second email address is provided to said user for 
use to register the user with the first/second web site (column 5, hnes 2-4 and column 7, hnes 12- 
19ofHunt etal). 

Referring to claim 14, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 12, wherein said 
notifications are performed subsequently in batch after said first and second email addresses 
were provided to said user for use to register the user with the first and the second web site 
(column 5, lines 2-4 and column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 
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Regarding claim 20, Hunt et al teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the web site is a 
selected one of a content provider, a service provider and an access provider (column 1, lines 58- 
61 and column 5, lines 2-4 of Hunt et al.)- 

3. Claims 21-27, 28-32, 39-41 , 43-49 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 6,496,855 to Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and further in view of 
Moon et al. 

Referring to claim 21, Hunt et al. teaches a method comprising: an electronic device 
(e-device) obtaining a plurality of distinct email addresses (column 5, lines 2-4 of Hunt et al.); 
the e-device selecting a first of said distinct email addresses to facilitate communication with a 
first communication partner or group of communication partners (CP/GCP); and the e-device 
selecting a second of said distinct email addresses to facilitate communication with a second 
CP/GCP (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al does not teach an electronic device (e-device) obtaining a plurality of distinct 
email addresses from an email service provider. Moon et al. teaches an electronic device 
(e-device) obtaining a plurality of distinct email addresses from an email service provider 
(column 1, lines 20-28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration system of Hunt et 
al by having the an electronic device (e-device) obtaining a plurality of distinct email addresses 
from an email service provider because the email service provider's (email server) function is to 
produce an email address (mailbox) for the subscribed computer so that a user may send and 
receive email. 
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Regarding claim 24 Hunt et al. teaches a method comprising: an electronic device 
(e-device) requesting and receiving a first email address (column 5, lines 2-4 of Hunt et al); the 
e-device employing the received first email address to facilitate communication with a first 
communication partner or group of communication partners (CP/GCP) (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of 
Hunt et al.); the e-device requesting and receiving a second email address, separate and distinct 
fi-om said first email address; and the e-device employing the received second email address to 
facilitate communication with a second CP/GCP (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.)- 

Hunt et al does not teach an electronic device (e-device) requesting and receiving a first 
and second email address fi*om an email service provider. Moon et al. teaches an electronic 
device (e-device) requesting and receiving a first and second email address fi^om an email service 
provider (column 1, lines 20-28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration system of 
Hunt et al. by having the an electronic device (e-device) requesting and receiving a first and 
second email address fi-om an email service provider because the email service provider's (email 
server) function is to produce an email address (mailbox) for the subscribed computer so that a 
user may send and receive email. 

Regarding claim 28, Hunt et al. teaches a method comprising: providing at least a first 
and a second email address, that are separate and distinct, to the user for use by the user to 
communicate with a first and a second communication partner or group of communication 
partners (CP/GCP) (column 4, lines 1 1-20 and column 5, lines 2-4 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. does not teach an email service provider registering a user as a service 
subscriber of the email service provider; and the email service provider providing at least an 
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email address. Moon et al. teaches an email service provider registering a user as a service 
subscriber of the email service provider; and the email service provider providing at least an 
email address (column 1, lines 20-28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration 
system of Hunt et al by a email service provider registering a user as a service subscriber of the 
email service provider; and the email service provider providing at least an email address 
because the email service provider's (email server) function is to produce an email address 
(mailbox) for the subscribed computer so that a user may send and receive email. 

Regarding claim 39, Hunt et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: a storage medium having 
stored therein a plurality of programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al) 
designed to enable the apparatus (when the programming instructions are executed) to obtain a 
plurality, of distinct email addresses, to selecting a first of said distinct email addresses to 
facilitate communication with a first communication partner or group of communication partners 
(CP/GCP), and to select a second of said distinct email addresses to facilitate communication 
with a second CP/GCP; and a processor coupled to the storage medium to execute the plurality 
of programming instructions (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. does not teach the apparatus (when the programming instructions are executed) 
to obtain a plurality, of distinct email addresses fi*om an email service provider. Moon et al 
teaches the apparatus (when the programming instructions are executed) to obtain a plurality, of 
distinct email addresses fi*om an email service provider (column 1, lines 20-28). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the web site registration system of Hunt et al. by the apparatus (when the 
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programming instructions are executed) to obtain a plurality, of distinct email addresses from an 
email service provider because the email service provider's (email server) function is to produce 
an email address (mailbox) for the subscribed computer so that a user may send and receive 
email. 

Regarding claim 41, Hunt et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: a storage medium 
having stored therein a plurality of programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et 
al.) designed to enable the apparatus (when the programming instructions are executed) to obtain 
a first and a second distinct email address in real time, and correspondingly earmarking said first 
and second distinct email addresses to facilitate communication with a first and a second 
communication partner or group of communication partners (CP/GCP); and a processor coupled 
to the storage medium to execute the plurality of programming instructions (column 4, lines 11- 
20 ofHunt etal). 

Hunt et al. does not teach enable the apparatus (when the programming instructions are 
executed) to obtain a first and a second distinct email address from an email service provider in 
real time. Moon et al. teaches enable the apparatus (when the programming instructions are 
executed) to obtain a first and a second distinct email address from an email service provider in 
real time (column 1, lines 20-28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to fiirther modify the web site registration system of 
Hunt et al. by enable the apparatus (when the programming instructions are executed) to obtain a 
first and a second distinct email address from an email service provider in real time because the 
email service provider's (email server) function is to produce an email address (mailbox) for the 
subscribed computer so that a user may send and receive email. 
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Regarding claim 45, Hunt et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: a storage 
medium having stored therein a plurality of programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of 
Hunt et al.) design to provide at least an email address, that are separate and distinct, to the user 
for use by the user to communicate v/ith a first and a second communication partner or group of 
communication partners (CP/GCP); and a processor coupled to the storage medium to execute 
the programming instructions (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al. does not teach enable the apparatus (when the programming 
instructions are executed) to register a user as a service subscriber of the apparatus, and to 
provide at least a first and a second email address. Moon et al. teaches enable the apparatus 
(when the programming instructions are executed) to register a user as a service subscriber of the 
apparatus, and to provide at least a first and a second email address (column 1, lines 20-28). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to further modify the web site registration system of Hunt et al. by enable the 
apparatus (when the programming instructions are executed) to register a user as a service 
subscriber of the apparatus, and to provide at least a first and a second email address because the 
email service provider's (email server) function is to produce an email address (mailbox) for the 
subscribed computer so that a user may send and receive email. 

Regarding claim 22, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 21 , wherein the method further 
comprises the e-device notifying the email service provider of said selection of the first of said 
distinct email addresses to facilitate communication with the first CP/GCP; and the e-device 
notifying the email service provider of said selection of the second of said distinct email 
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addresses to facilitate communication with the second CP/GCP (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et 
al). 

Referring to claim 23, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 21, wherein the 
method further comprises the e-device notifying the email service provider of said selections of 
the first and the second of said distinct email addresses to facilitate communication with the first 
and the second CP/GCP (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 

Referring to claim 25, Hunt et al teaches the method of claim 24, wherein the method 
further comprises the e-device notifying the email service provider of said employment of the 
first email address to facilitate communication with the first CP/GCP; and the e-device notifying 
the email service provider of said employment of the second email address to facilitate 
communication with the second CP/GCP (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Regarding to claim 26, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 25, wherein each of said 
notifications is made integrally when the e-device requests for said first/second email address 
from said email service provider (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Referring to claim 27, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 25, wherein each of 
said notifications is made after the e-device having been provided with said first/second email 
address from said email service provider (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Referring to claim 29, Hunt et al teaches the method of claim 28, wherein the method 
comprises the email service provider providing a plurality of distinct email addresses to an 
electronic device (e-device) used by the user for the e-device to select said first and second 
separate and distinct email addresses (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 
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Referring to claim 30, Hunt et al teaches the method of claim 28, wherein the method 
comprises the email service provider providing in real time said first/second email address to an 
electronic device used by the user (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Regarding claim 3 1 , Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 28, v^herein the method further 
comprises the email service provider receiving notification of usage of said first/second email 
address with said first/second CP/GCP from an electronic device used by the user (column 7, 
lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 

Referring to claim 32, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 28, wherein the 
method further comprises the email service provider receiving notification of usage of said first 
and second email addresses with said first and second CP/GCP respectively from an electronic 
device used by the user (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 

Referring to claim 40, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 39, wherein the 
programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al.) further enable the apparatus 
(when the programming instructions are executed) to notify the email service provider of said 
selection of the first and the second of said distinct email addresses to facilitate communication 
with the first and the second CP/GCP (column 1, lines 46-48 of Hunt et al). 
Referring to claim 42, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 41, wherein the programming 
instructions (when executed) further enable the apparatus to notify of said employment of the 
first and second email addresses to facilitate communication with the first and second CP/GCP 
(column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Regarding claim 43, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 42, wherein the 
programming instructions (when executed) enable the apparatus to make each of said 
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notifications integrally when requesting for said first/second email address from said email 
service provider (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Referring to claim 44, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 42, wherein the 
programming instructions (when executed) enable the apparatus to make each of said 
notifications after having been provided with said first/second email address from said email 
service provider (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 

Referring to claim 46, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 45, wherein the 
programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al) (when executed) enable the 
apparatus to provide a plurality of distinct email addresses to an electronic device (e-device) used 
by the user for the e-device to select said first and second separate and distinct email addresses 
(column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Regarding claim 47, Hunt et al teaches the apparatus of claim 45, wherein the 
programming instructions (when executed) enable the apparatus to provide in real time said 
first/second email address to an electronic device used by the user (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of 
Hunt et al). 

Referring to claim 48, Hunt et al teaches the apparatus of claim 45, wherein the 
programming instructions (when executed) fiirther enable the apparatus to receive notification of 
usage of said first/second email address with said first/second CP/GCP from an electronic device 
used by the user (column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Regarding claim 49, Hunt et al teaches the apparatus of claim 45, wherein the 
programming instructions (when executed) enable the apparatus to receive notification of usage 
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of said first and second email addresses with said first and second CP/GCP respectively fi-om an 
electronic device used by the user (colunnn 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al.). 

4. Claims 2, 4, 7, 10, and 1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,266,690 to Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. as apphed to 
claims 1,3, 5-6, 9, 12-14, and 20 above, and further in view of Linden et al. 

Regarding claim 2, Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. teaches the 
method of claim 1 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al does not teach of identifiers 
contained in the email address. Linden et al. teaches the first email address comprises a first user 
identifier, and the second email address comprises a second user identifier, separate and distinct 
fi-om said first user identifier (column 8, lines 62-63 of Linden et al). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to fiirther 
modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and 
Moon et al. by having identifiers contained in the email address because this distinguishes one 
user who subscribes to the website fi-om another user that subscribes to the same website. 

Referring to claim 4, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al, and Moon et al teaches the 
method of claim 1, wherein the first email address comprises an address of the email service 
provider, and the second email address comprises the address of the same email service provider 
(column 5, lines 2-4 and column 7, lines 12-19 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al. does not teach of identifiers 
contained in the email address. Linden et al. teaches the first email address comprises a first user 
identifier, and the second email address comprises a second user identifier, separate and distinct 
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from said first user identifier (column 8, lines 62-63 of Linden et al.)- Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to fiirther 
modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and 
Moon et al. by having identifiers contained in the email address because this distinguishes one 
user who subscribes to the website from another user that subscribes to the same website. 

Referring to claim 7, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. teaches the 
method of claim 6 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al does not teach of pre-generation of 
email addresses. Linden et al teaches the method further comprises the email service provider 
pre-generating the distinct email addresses (column 6, lines 46-47 of Linden et al). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of 
Scheussler et al. and Moon et al by pre-generating email addresses because this eliminates the 
need for the user to create an email address and this also avoids redundancy in email addresses. 

Referring to claim 10, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al the method of 
claim 9, wherein each of said dynamically obtaining comprises the email service provider 
selecting said first/second email address (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al does not teach pre-generation of 
distinct email addresses. Linden et al teaches selecting said first/second email address from a 
plurality of pre-generated distinct email addresses (column 6, lines 46-47 of Linden et al). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in 
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view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. by pre-generating distinct email addresses because this 
eliminates the need for the user to create an email address and this also avoids redundancy in 
email addresses. 

Regarding claim 1 1, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al. teaches the 
method of claim 9 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. does not teach the email service 
provider dynamically generating said first/second email address. Linden et al. teaches the email 
service provider dynamically generating said first/second email address (column 6, lines 46-47 
of Linden et al). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt 
et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. by having the email service provider 
dynamically generating said first/second email address because this eliminates the need for the 
user to create an email address and this also avoids redundancy in email addresses. 

5. Claim 15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent No. 
6,266,690 to Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. as apphed to claims 1, 3, 5- 

6, 9, 12-14, and 20 above, and further in view of Kamiya et al. 

Referring to claim 15, Hunt et al. . in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. teaches the 
method of claim 1 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. does not teach organizing said 
received emails based at least in part on whether the emails are addressed to the first or the 
second email address. Kamiya et al. teaches receiving emails addressed to said first and second 
email addresses; organizing said received emails based at least in part on whether the emails are 



Application/Control Number: 09/504,236 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2141 

addressed to the first or the second email address (column 4, lines 3-10 of Kamiya et al.). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al in 
view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. by organizing said received emails based at least in part 
on whether the emails are addressed to the first or the second email address because this helps 
the user discern from which website the emails are from. 

6. Claims 16-19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hunt et al in 
view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al. and Kamiya et al. as applied to claim 15 above, and 
further in view of Flemming, III. 

Regarding claim 16, Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al. and Kamiya 
teaches the method of claim 15 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al and Kamiya does not teach 
organizing of said received emails, Flemming, III teaches organizing of said received emails is at 
least further based on whether said received emails addressed to said first/second email addresses 
were sent by said first/second web site or not (column 3, lines 47-51 and 54-56). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of 
Scheussler et al and Moon et al. and Kamiya by organizing of said received emails because this 
notifies the user of whether the emails are from a website the user subscribed to. 

Referring to claim 17, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al and Moon et al teaches the 
method of claim 16 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 
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Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. does not teach deleting all received 
emails not sent by said first/second web site. Kamiya et al. teaches deleting all received emails 
addressed to said first/second email addresses not sent by said first/second web site, while 
preserving all undeleted emails addressed to said first/second email addresses sent by said 
first/second web site (column 4, lines 3-10 and column 9, lines 38-51 and column 17, lines 24-30 
of Kamiya et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt 
et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al by deleting all received emails not sent by said 
first/second web site because these emails are of no interest to the user since they did not 
subscribe to those sites therefore this frees up memory in the system. 

Regarding claim 18, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. teaches the 
method of claim 17 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. does not teach deletion is performed 
in response to an instruction of said user. Kamiya et al. teaches said bifurcated deletion is 
performed in response to an instruction of said user (column 17, lines 24-30 of Kamiya et al.). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in 
view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. by having the deletion performed in response to an 
instruction of said user because this allows the user to read emails that may not come from 
registered websites. 

Referring to claim 19, Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. teaches the 
method of claim 18 (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 
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Hunt et al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. does not teach providing 
said deletion instruction with a single press of a key/control button. Kamiya et al. teaches 
providing the user with an end user interface feature to provide said deletion instruction with a 
single press of a key/control button (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23-28 of 
Kamiya et al). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et 
al. in view of Scheussler et al. and Moon et al. by providing said deletion instruction with a 
single press of a key/control button because this is an efficient way of allowing the user to 
quickly delete any unwanted emails. 

1. Claims 33-38, 50-55 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,266,690 to Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. and further in view of Fleming, III. 

Regarding claim 33, Hunt et al. teaches of email addresses (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt 
et al). 

Hunt et al does not teach organizing said received emails based at least in part on said first 
and second email addresses. Kamiya et al. teaches organizing said received emails based at least 
in part on said first and second email addresses( column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23- 
28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al by 
organizing said received emails based at least in part on said first and second email addresses 
because this helps the user discern from which website the emails are from. 

Hunt et al in view of Kamiya et al. does not teach organizing said received emails based at 
least in part on said first and second email addresses, and intended versus unintended 
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communication partners of said first and second email addresses. Flemming, III teaches a email 
service provider receiving emails addressed to a first and a second email address of a user; and 
the email service provider organizing said received emails based at least in part on said first and 
second email addresses, and intended versus unintended communication partners of said first and 
second email addresses (column 3, lines 47-51 and 54-56 of Flemming, III). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. by 
organizing said received emails based at least in part on said first and second email addresses, 
and intended versus unintended communication partners of said first and second email addresses 
because this helps the user discern fi*om which website the emails are fi*om and notifies the user 
of whether the emails are fi"om a website the user subscribed to. 

Referring to claim 34, Hunt et al. teaches of email addresses (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt 
et al.). 

Hunt et al. does not teach emails characterized by at least said first and second email 
addresses. Kamiya et al. teaches emails characterized by at least said first and second email 
addresses (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23-28). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by emails characterized by at least 
said first and second email addresses because this helps the user discern from which website the 
emails are from. 

Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. does not teach providing said emails to the user, with 
the emails characterized by intended versus unintended communication partners of said first and 
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second email addresses. Flemming, III teaches providing said emails to the user, with the emails 
characterized by at least said intended versus unintended communication partners of said first 
and second email addresses (column 3, lines 47-51 and 54-56 of Flemming, III.). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et 
al. by providing said emails to the user, with the emails characterized by at least said and 
intended versus unintended communication partners of said first and second email addresses 
because this helps the user discern fi-om which website the emails are from and notifies the user 
of whether the emails are fi^om a website the user subscribed to. 

Regarding claim 35, Hunt et al. teaches of email addresses (column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt 
et al.). 

Hunt et al. does not teach emails are characterized based at least in part on by email 
addresses. Kamiya et al. teaches emails are characterized based at least in part on by email 
addresses (column 17, hnes 24-30 and column 23, lines 23-28). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by emails are characterized based at 
least in part on by email addresses because this helps the user discern from which website the 
emails are from. 

Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. does not teach emails are characterized based at least in 
part on intended versus unintended communication partners of each of said email addresses. 
Flemming, III teaches receiving emails, fi-om an email service provider, wherein the emails are 
characterized based at least in part on intended versus unintended communication partners of 
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each of said email addresses; and presenting said emails for viewing by a user, organized by at 
least said email addresses and said intended versus unintended communication partners of said 
email addresses (column 3, lines 47-51 and 54-56 of Flemming, III.). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. by having 
the emails characterized based at least in part on intended versus unintended communication 
partners of each of said email addresses because this helps the user discern from which website 
the emails are from and notifies the user of whether the emails are from a website the user 
subscribed to. 

Referring to claim 36, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 35 of email addresses 
(column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al does not teach deleting all received emails addressed to the first/second email 
address not sent by the intended communication partner of the first/second email address. 
Kamiya et al. teaches deleting all received emails addressed to the first/second email address not 
sent by the intended communication partner of the first/second email address (column 4, lines 3- 
10 and column 9, lines 38-51 and column 17, lines 24-30 of Kamiya et al). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by deleting all received 
emails addressed to the first/second email address not sent by the intended communication 
partner of the first/second email address because these emails are of no interest to the user since 
they did not subscribe to those sites therefore this frees up memory in the system. 
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Regarding claim 37, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 36 of email addresses (column 
4, lines 11-20 of Hunt et al)- 

Hunt et al does not teach deletion is performed in response to user instruction. Kamiya et 
al. teaches deletion is performed in response to user instruction (column 17, lines 24-30 of 
Kamiya et al.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et 
al. by having deletion performed in response to user instruction because this allows the user to 
read emails that may not come from registered websites. 

Referring to claim 38, Hunt et al. teaches the method of claim 37 of email addresses 
(column 4, lines 1 1-20 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. does not teach providing the user with an end user interface feature to provide 
said user instruction with a single press of a key/control button. Kamiya et al. teaches providing 
the user with an end user interface feature to provide said user instruction with a single press of a 
key/control button (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23-28 of Kamiya et al.). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by 
providing the user with an end user interface feature to provide said user instruction with a single 
press of a key/control button because this is an efficient way of allowing the user to quickly 
delete any unwanted emails. 

Regarding claim 50, Hunt et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: a storage medium having 
stored therein a plurality of programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al). 
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Hunt et al. does not teach organize said received emails based at least in part on said first 
and second email addresses. Kamiya et al. teaches organize said received emails based at least in 
part on said first and second email addresses (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23- 
28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by 
organize said received emails based at least in part on said first and second email addresses 
because this helps the user discern from which website the emails are from. 

Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. does not teach organize said received emails based at 
least in part on said intended versus unintended communication partners of said first and second 
email addresses. Flemming, III teaches receive emails addressed to a first and a second email 
address of a user, and to organize said received emails based at least in part on intended versus 
unintended communication partners of said first and second email addresses; and a processor 
coupled to the storage medium to execute the plurality of programming instructions (column 3, 
lines 47-51 and 54-56 of Flemming, in.). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the web site 
registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. by organizing said received 
emails based at least in part on intended versus unintended communication partners of said first 
and second email addresses because this helps the user discern from which website the emails 
are from and notifies the user of whether the emails are from a website the user subscribed to. 

Referring to claim 51, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 50, wherein the 
programming instructions (column 1 1, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al.) (when executed) further enable 
the apparatus to 
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Hunt et al. does not teach organize said received emails based at least in part on said first 
and second email addresses. Kamiya et al. teaches organize said received emails based at least in 
part on said first and second email addresses (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23- 
28). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by 
organize said received emails based at least in part on said first and second email addresses 
because this helps the user discern from which website the emails are from. 

Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. does not teach provide said emails to the user, with 
emails characterized by at least said intended versus unintended communication partners of said 
first and second email addresses. Flemming, III teaches provide said emails to the user, with 
emails characterized by at least said intended versus unintended communication partners of said 
first and second email addresses (column 3, lines 47-51 and 54-56 of Flemming, III) Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to fiirther modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et 
al. by providing said emails to the user, with emails characterized by at least said intended versus 
unintended communication partners of said first and second email addresses because this helps 
the user discern from which website the emails are from and notifies the user of whether the 
emails are from a website the user subscribed to. 

Regarding claim 52, Hunt et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: a storage medium having 
stored therein a plurality of programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. does not teach emails being characterized based at least in part on by email 
addresses. Kamiya et al. teaches emails being characterized based at least in part on by email 
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addresses (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23-28). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by emails being characterized based 
at least in part on by email addresses because this helps the user discern from which website the 
emails are from. 

Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. does not teach emails being characterized based at 
least in part on intended versus unintended communication partners of each of said email 
addresses. Flemming, III. teaches receiving emails from an email service provider, the emails 
being characterized based at least in part on intended versus unintended communication partners 
of each of said email addresses, and to present said emails for viewing by a user, organized by at 
least said intended versus unintended communication partners of said email addresses; and a 
processor coupled to the storage medium to execute the plurality of programming instructions 
(column 3, lines 47-51 and 54-56 of Flemming, III.). Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the web 
site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. in view of Kamiya et al. by emails being 
characterized based at least in part on intended versus unintended communication partners of 
each of said email addresses because this helps the user discern from which website the emails 
are from and notifies the user of whether the emails are from a website the user subscribed to. 

Referring to claim 53, Hunt et al. teaches the apparatus of claim 52, wherein the 
programming instructions (column 1 1, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al.). 

Hunt et al. does not teach delete all received emails addressed to the first/second email 
address not sent by the intended communication partners of the first/second email address. 
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Kamiya et al. teaches delete all received emails addressed to the first/second email address not 
sent by the intended communication partners of the first/second email address (column 4, lines 3- 
10 and column 9, lines 38-51 and column 17, lines 24-30 of Kamiya et al). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al by deleting all received 
emails addressed to the first/second email address not sent by the intended communication 
partners of the first/second email address because these emails are of no interest to the user since 
they did not subscribe to those sites therefore this frees up memory in the system. 

Regarding claim 54, Hunt et al teaches the apparatus of claim 53, wherein the 
programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. does not teach perform said deletion in response to user instruction. Kamiya et 
al. teaches perform said deletion in response to user instruction (column 17, lines 24-30 of 
Kamiya et al). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et 
al by performing said deletion in response to user instruction because this allows the user to read 
emails that may not come from registered websites. 

Referring to claim 55, Hunt et al teaches the apparatus of claim 54, wherein the 
programming instructions (column 11, lines 57-60 of Hunt et al). 

Hunt et al. does not teach provide the user with an end user interface feature to provide said 
user instruction with a single press of a key/control button. Kamiya et al teaches provide the user 
with an end user interface feature to provide said user instruction with a single press of a 
key/control button (column 17, lines 24-30 and column 23, lines 23-28 of Kamiya et al). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the web site registration proxy system of Hunt et al. by 
providing the user with an end user interface feature to provide said user instruction with a single 
press of a key/control button because this is an efficient way of allowing the user to quickly 
delete any unwanted emails. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal D Dharia can be reached on 703-305-4003. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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